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Claims 1-3, 5-14 and 16-2! axe rangftily paring, k fee applkatkm, Claims 1 5 14 20 
tod 2 1 aw? am^cfed to clarify thm whlcfe Ap$k&Bi&- Wot to \m psimiMhh object matter. The 
Office Action iOM dated Jrnmmy 22, 2007 (Paper No. 2007011.6) fd&m $Mim l~X 544 m& 
16-2! omte 35 I.KSX2 1 1 03(a) as feeing Mp»&fele over by PlNkoia el al (U.S. !%ta,t No, 
6.2SSJ53; hei^oalier mtad to n ^BiNicaiT) m view of Seo^feid (U.S. Patent No 

Briefly* fee Applkmatr claimed subpct m«r is directed to a system aad method 
aaabks the verifiaahost of fee kbiilky of a stodeoi ' both eooeormiikv with and after the Mkmg of 
a tet, or exam, Ckfem L 8 .m& 14 have boon an^xied m clarify this featam SpedikaHy, a 
video feme of a student transmitted durmg eaii b MilM^^^ 
iTjfMrte assoda^ed with fee student rather than meroiy la conjunct kai with a p^kute 
ci^srcK^i. &koatfea <FI0> 9A, 151, itees 1-10) as m DiNiefea. Applicants behave that the prior 
art of otcI adthar suggests nor »ete this aspect of thte fclasM iec^^ology. TMs Imtare 
e?*i*hks a tmasodpt to be verified with rospocl to a partial ar &tiMe»t* perhaps ag&teM an archived 
image of fee student mmd m ^ midmf ^ records, at any time after the test without carting to 
m archi ved Image o f the en&e eta, as would be necessary wife IMMIooka 

In m Appeal Mofi. tad April 4, 2005, (Appeal Br,} Applicants explained feat IM&da 
•suggests two objects of lite invention; 1) '"pw/kliag a aystem fbt provklhig live mteietiv^ 
distance learomg to at least one remote location*" and 2} ^prnvMmg a system Iter providing on- 
H» testing and evaluation to remotely located end usai^ (col 4 ; Ihm 21-23 aad 51-53). The 
<m!v time hnages &r® tmmmitled is during the tepto«Mtori of fee Mm object of the to» 
In other words, fee andem Images of DeNieok arc employed to provide the teacher, or 
'"imstmctor.^ of "a particular onUm course a elassdike atmosphere (col. 4, ones 46-5 1; col S, lines 
24-29). DeNiook describes the transmission of Images to aa ^fe^traetor/' who views groups of 
students hi class room settmp (see Efernent 24, Figure 2> 

lit mmrmt, DoNloolr s tesiiug, L&. the second- object of the ro«k>^ is perlbrmad rm 
i^fevid^al stadesit^ k oo^uBatlon with a 'Test Admklstmtof" (aoL 11, line 4S tkrough col 13, 
hae §3), ll^re is ra> suggestion of toMBltted stadeot images with lespeet ' to ehher student 



iesdog fo. general or fee Test Administrator In pxdmdar. Even if DeNicok's Instructor 
eondaeed tesiieg, which Applicant e«qads is not suggested by fee cited art, there is si* 
suggested tor the fjaakaeiot to correlate a specific student's- image from among 
itmgm oC groups of stnderits to a specific test for die purpose of valid sing Uw tost, 

|y: the Board of Patent Appeals arid Interier«es (BFAJ Opinion), dated Septate 22, 
2Qm, lite AdisisistrMiw ¥&imt teigm stated m agsweimte 

llegarding the m4xm testing, evatoation mM mpmtmg ty$tm\ vm agree with the 
appellant that -Inhere is no suggestion of trsasMtit&fd slodent images with xopect 
to ciihe? student testing m eeoerai or the 1 est Admlaisto«r to paxtieolarv" 
{Appeal Br. Ai*),; 

(BFAl opinion at 3f ; !owover ; . the CIA, seems to rdy on DeNieoia tor this ttouore. 

For fee reasons stated above, independent elaisoi 1, I and 14 am allowable mi 
Applicants respeottolly request withdrawal of the § 103(a) rejections. Eaeri of dependant dados 
2» x S-A 943; and 16-21 are allowable at least lor the faot that they each depend open one of the 
allowable iodepetidest claims and Applicants recuses; that these rejection be wtthdnrwn as welt 

For the xmmm stated 1 ^bove, Appikama :rssp«tfel!y rgq^at withdrawal of the § 103(a) 
infections of claims 1-3, 5-14 and 16-31 * It is respectfully submitted: that all ksoes a^d i^JeetkHta 
Iwve bees* adequately addressed ami that pendmg claims 1-3, 5-14 and 16-21 .&rs 'alio w&bk and 
that the: case should be advaisced to issy&m;e. If ihe Esmmfeer has any questions or wishes to 
dbc&M the elaam, iht Examiner is .e^oiimgssd to call, the imdemgned at the telephone mimter 
indicted below. A Request fbr a One-MoMh Extension of Time is hekg filed and paid for 
eieemmically hi conjunction with tills ftesfxmse so thai Applicants- feave ootd Mm 22, 2M7 to 
respond. It is believed that no olhor fees are due with tte Jlfiog of this Response. However, 
shoukl a*ry other fees he (te* the Commissioner k fetefey autborked to charge such fees to the 
deposit aeeotmt of IBM Cor|K)mtb^ Deposit Account No, 09-0447. 
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